questions distinctions between animals and humans, as if we can always tell the one from the other. More importantly, I want to dwell on Cavell's comment about the genre of the detective story, its "function of warding off the knowledge that we do not know the origins of human plans, why things are made to happen as they do." On this rea 9 -" . Stanley Corngold and Geoffrey Waite, "A Question of Responsibility: Nietzsche with Hölder 6 -lin at War, 1914 War, -1946 
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The evidence of Cavell's questionable moral reading -by a man who has labeled his own work as instructions in the moral life, and who claims that Nietzsche and Heidegger and others deserve our attention as readers and students, and should adjust our moral lives -rests, if nowhere else, in a few minutes of the podcast with his former student Charles Bernstein. I have transcribed the relevant section. justified the "damning judgment"? The number of words to reach the important threshold (for Sheehan to accept Faye's judgment) is never mentioned. On the other side, someone like Jean Grondin, official biographer for Gadamer, wants to claim that because Gadamer had some Jewish friends during the National Socialist period, that fact serves as exculpatory evidence that he could not be an anti-Semite, or someone who accommodated National Socialism. For Cavell, Heidegger must have actually laid hands on… on whom? The presupposition must be that we lack an episode reporting Heidegger strangling one of his Jewish colleagues or pushing a concentration camp prisoner into an oven or punching an Allied soldier in the face during a battle. There's that kind of "laying hands on." Would that be the necessary scenario for Cavell, the man ready to stop reading the writing of child molesters, to acknowledge the stain that runs across Heidegger's works? On the other hand, we also lack episodes in which Heidegger actually laid hands on any National Socialist or Nazi sympathizer who might have been involved in harming others-if "laying hands on" is the decisive criterion. But it is not, any more than one would make ethical judgments about a sniper using the "actually laid hands on" line of defense, since "laying hands on" could not be " . Waite makes the case that misunderstanding National Socialism heightens the ethical in 26 -terest in the particular philosophers and others who failed to resist, collaborated, accommodated themselves to it, saved themselves from it, but occludes access to the larger picture of capitalism as such. National Socialism was capitalism in crisis, but the defeat of the Nazis militarily did not mean an end to capitalism. National Socialism was one phase of capitalism (see GR, writer who planned on having posthumous effects, which gives his writings more relevance for readers now. In Lacanian terms, Nietzsche fashioned himself into a structuring absence ("to be ignited in 300 years"). In his own writings, Cavell follows the lead of other philosophers, like Kant, who suggest a continual probing of one's own moti- 
